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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an RCE filed on April 12, 2007 for the application of 
KOLB et al., for a "SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR TESTING APPLICATIONS AT THE 
BUSINESS LAYER" filed October 13, 2003. 
Claims 1-27 are pending in the application. 
Claims 1-4, 8-16, 20-23, and 26 have been amended. 
Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 USC § 102. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Robertson (U.S. Patent No. 6,697,967). 

As per claim 1, Robertson discloses a method for recording a test script (Fig. 1) 
comprising: 

providing a user interface (Fig. 1, element 11) for entering data and triggering 
one or more operations to process the data (col. 7, lines 1-9) 
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translating the data and operations to a business layer format (col. 7, lines 37-42) 
receiving results of the data and operations in a business layer format (col. 7, 
lines 17-23) 

storing the entered data, operations and results in the business layer format 
within a test script, the test script usable to test an instance of an application at a 
business layer of the application (col. 7, lines 24-42). 

As per claim 2, Robertson discloses converting the business layer formatted 
data, operations and results into a location and/or language-neutral format prior to 
storing (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 3, Robertson discloses the location-neutral or language-neutral 
format is based on a predefined XML schema (col. 7, lines 49-54). 

As per claim 4, Robertson discloses providing the translated data and operations 
to a presentation layer, the presentation layer preparing the data and operations 
according to predefined presentation logic, generating the results of the data and 
operations, and providing the results to a user interface, the user interface displaying 
the results of the operations to a user (col. 5, lines 30-53). 

As per claim 5, Robertson discloses storing the entered data within a test data 
container (Fig. 4, element 44) rather than directly within the test script, the entered data 
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accessible while testing the instance of the application via a command interface of the 
test script (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 6, Robertson discloses the user interface comprises a browser, the 
method further comprising: initializing the browser with a uniform resource locator 
("URL"), the URL having a first component identifying an application from which the test 
script is to be recorded and a second component specifying parameters for recording of 
the test script (col. 7, lines 1-9). 

As per claim 7, Robertson discloses one of the parameters comprises a location 
where said test script is to be stored (col. 8, lines 8-21). 

As per claim 8, Robertson discloses a method for testing an application (Fig. 1) 
comprising: 

transmitting business layer data and associated operations to an instance of a 
business layer of an application (Fig. 6, element 42), the application processing the 
business layer data and associated operations (col. 7, lines 1-23) 

receiving business layer results of the associated operations at a test control 
program (col. 7, lines 17-23) 

comparing the business layer results to recorded business layer results to 
determine whether the application is functioning properly (col. 4, lines 56-63) and (col. 
8, lines 1-7). 
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As per claim 9, Robertson discloses formatting the business layer data and 
associated operations in a location-neutral or language-neutral format prior to providing 
the business layer data to the instance of the business layer (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 10, Robertson discloses the location-neutral or language-neutral 
format is defined by an XML schema (col. 7, lines 49-54). 

As per claim 1 1 , Robertson discloses formatting the business layer results in a 
location-neutral or language-neutral manner (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 12, Robertson discloses reading business layer data and associated 
operations from a test script stored on a test workstation (col. 7, lines 1-9). 

As per claim 13, Robertson discloses a test system comprising: 

a user interface (Fig. 1 , element 1 1) to receive data and an indication of one or 
more specified operations to process the data (col. 7, lines 1-9) 

a business layer to process the data according to the specified operations (col. 7, 
lines 37-42) and to generate results of the operations (col. 7, lines 24-36) 

a test application to receive results of the data and operations in a business layer 
format from the business layer (col. 7, lines 17-23) 

and to transfer the data, operations and results of the data and operations to a 
test control program (col. 7, lines 24-36) 
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a test script to store the entered data (col. 7, lines 4-9), operations and results in 
the business layer format, the test script usable to test an instance of an application 
within the business layer of the application (col. 7, lines 24-42). 

As per claim 14, Robertson discloses a conversion module to convert the data, 
operations and/or results into a location-neutral or language-neutral format prior to 
storing (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 15, Robertson discloses the location-neutral or language-neutral 
format is based on a predefined XML schema (col. 7, lines 49-54). 

As per claim 16, Robertson discloses a presentation layer to prepare the data 
and operations according to predefined presentation logic to display the data and/or 
operations within a graphical user interface (col. 5, lines 30-53). 

As per claim 17, Robertson discloses a test data container (Fig. 4, element 44) to 
store the entered data, the entered data accessible while testing the instance of the 
application via a command interface of the test script (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 18, Robertson discloses a browser initialized with a uniform 
resource locator ("URL"), the URL having a first component identifying an application 
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from which the test script is to be recorded and a second component specifying 
parameters for recording of the test script (col. 7, lines 1-9). 

As per claim 19, Robertson discloses one of the parameters comprises a location 
on a network where said test script is to be stored (col. 8, lines 8-21). 

As per claim 20, Robertson discloses an article of manufacture including program 
code which, when executed by a processor, cause the processor to perform the 
operations of: 

providing a user interface (Fig. 1, element 11) for entering data and triggering 
one or more operations to process the data (col. 7, lines 1-9) 

translating the data and/or operations to a business layer format (col. 7, lines 37- 

42) 

receiving results of the data and operations in a business layer format (col. 7, 
lines 17-23) 

storing the entered data, operations and results in the business layer format 
within a test script, the test script usable to test an instance of an application at the 
business layer of the application (col. 7, lines 24-42). 

As per claim 21 , Robertson discloses converting the data, operations and results 
into a location-neutral or language-neutral format prior to storing (col. 7, lines 37-42). 
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As per claim 22, Robertson discloses the location-neutral or language-neutral 
format is based on a predefined XML schema (col. 7, lines 49-54). 

As per claim 23, Robertson discloses providing the translated data and 
operations to a presentation layer, the presentation layer preparing the data and 
operations according to predefined presentation logic, generating the results of the data 
and operations, and providing the results to a user interface, the user interface 
displaying the results of the operations to a user (col. 5, lines 30-53). 

As per claim 24, Robertson discloses storing the entered data within a test data 
container (Fig. 4, element 44), the entered data accessible while testing the instance of 
the application via a command interface of the test script (col. 7, lines 37-42). 

As per claim 25, Robertson discloses the user interface comprises a browser to 
perform the operations of: initializing the browser with a uniform resource locator 
("URL"), the URL having a first component identifying an application from which the test 
script is to be recorded and a second component specifying parameters for recording of 
the test script (col. 7, lines 1-9). 

As per claim 26, Robertson discloses one of the parameters comprises a location 
on a network where the test script is to be stored (col. 8, lines 8-21). 
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As per claim 27, Robertson discloses storing data related to the user interface, 
the data related to the user interface usable to perform checks on the presentation level 
data (col. 5, lines 35-44). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed April 12, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

As per claims 1,13, and 20, in response to the applicant's arguments that 
Robertson does not teach, "storing the entered data, operation, and results in the 
business layer within a test script", the Examiner respectfully disagrees and would like 
to point out to the description of figure 5. Noting col. 7, lines 55-67 through col. 8, lines 
1-21 , wherein Robertson discloses first, a user enters a script through httpd user 
interface 41, Httpd user interface 41 transmits the script to connections/test server 43 
via master process server 42. Connections/test server 43 parses the script into its 
component parts. Connections/test server 43 then begins to send out commands 
according to the test script. When it reaches the <make_connection> command, 
connections/test server 43 retrieves the <testset> and <switch> blocks of the 
<connection> block of the script (which had previously been stored) and sends 
each part to its respective server (i.e., the <testset> block to test set 44 and the 
<switch> block to switch 45.) These commands are routed through httpd user interface 
41 and master process server 42 to the respective servers. Each of the test set and 
switch servers (44 and 45) then executes the corresponding commands. It is therefore 
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apparent that the entered data, operations and results in the business layer are stored 
within a test script. 

As per claim 8, in response to the applicant's arguments that Robertson does not 
teach, "transmitting business layer data... to an instance of a business layer of an 
application", the Examiner respectfully disagrees and would like to point out that 
Robertson discloses transmitting the business layer data (col. 7, lines 4-23) from a 
business layer (Fig. 4, element 42, master process server) that comprises a simple CGI 
which essentially serves as a wrapper around the libraries for the other equipment (e.g., 
the test set.) Master process server 42 is configured to forward scripts from the httpd 
user interface to the connections/test server, and to forward/translate commands 
originating with the connections/test server to the test sets and switches. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elmira Mehrmanesh whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 5531 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



